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General Davie Jr. called the meeting to order

Report on | ntegrating Results from the California High School Exit Exam (CAHSEE) into the
2002 Base Academic Performance Index (API) — Brian Stecher, Representative from the
Technical Design Group

Brian walked the committee through an | ssue Paper entitled “The 2002 Base Academic
Performance Index (AP1): Integrating the Cdifornia High School Exit Examination
(CAHSEE) Reaultsinto the APL.”

This paper outlined Sx issues that the Technical Design Group (TDG) had examined and
included their recommendations for each.

o

Issue#1. One Indicator versus Two — The committee agreed withthe TDG's
recommendation to treat performance on the English-Language Arts and the
Mathematics portion of the CAHSEE separatdy.

Issue#2: Which Students Results to Include — The committee requested that staff
change the title of thisissue to “Should 12" graders and students new to the district
be included?’ This change was requested so that inclusion or exclusion of other
groups of students (e.g., EL) could be explored at alater date. The committee agreed
with the TDG's recommendation that scores of 12" grade students be included, but
that scores of students new to the district would not.

Issue #3: Which Schools Receive This Indicator — The committee agreed with the
TDG' s recommendation to add the CAHSEE as an indicator in al circumstances
where there were valid test scores for at least 11 students, therefore not reveding the
persond identity of any individua sudent. Schools that include multiple grade

gpans (e.g., 7-11) would have the CAHSEE includes for their high school segment
and their resultant API would be aweighted average of the API for each grade span.
Issue #4: Cdculdion of the Indicator — The TDG recommended that all test takers
who pass the exam contribute a weighting factor of 1000 points to the indicator,
regardless of their grade level. Tenth graders who fail the exam will contribute a
weighting factor of 200 points toward the indicator, but Grade 11 and Grade 12
sudents who fail the exam will not count. The committee agreed with this
recommendation.

Issue #5: The Weight of the CAHSEE in the Index — Four options were proposed by
the TDG. The TDG recommended the option that preserved the weight of the
content areas (40% for English Language Arts and 20% for Math), and took weight
away from the NRT. In this option, the NRT and the CAHSEE both receive the
same weight (8% for the English-Language Arts cluster and 4% for the Math

clugter). Inreviewing these options, Chuck Weiss asked whether the TDG discussed




each weighting schemein light of the public perception of the importance of each
test or in light of the amount of ingtructiona time devoted to each. After ashort
discussion, Chuck Weiss proposed afifth option. Under option 5, the English+
Language Arts cluster would be comprised of 24% CST, 6% NRT, and 10%
CAHSEE. Similarly for Math, the cluster would be comprised of 12% CST, 3%
NRT, and 5% CAHSEE. This option maintains the weight of each content area, but
within content area, more weight is placed on the CAHSEE than on the NRT. The
committee gpproved Option 5.

0 Issue#6: The Trestment of Students Who Passed as Ninth Graders— Thisisueis
important to the caculation of the 2002 Base APl because last year’ s ninth graders
were dlowed to take the CAHSEE on avoluntary basis. Beginning with the oring
2002 test adminigtration, only tenth grade students are allowed (required) to take this
exam. In order to accommodate this one-time issue, the TDG recommended that the
passing score of al ninth gradersin 2001 be counted toward the 2002 Base API. The
committee agreed with this recommendation.

After theissues outlined in the paper were discussed, modified and approved, Shelly
Spiegd- Coleman began a discussion about EL student performance on the CAHSEE. She
expressed her concern about the low passrate (17%) for EL students on the Englishr
Language Arts portion of the CAHSEE. After ashort discussion, Chuck Weiss proposed that
staff study the 2002 performance of EL students on the CAHSEE and report back to the
committee. The committee gpproved the recommendation. Staff will study the issue and
report back to the committee after the data are available and analyses are conducted.

Report on the Activities of the Alternative Accountability Subcommittee— Lynn Wilen

Wendd I Cdlahan from the San Diego County Office of Education (SDCOE) provided an
illugtrative example of the proposed ASAM STAR Indicator based on 2001 STAR datafor
‘long-term’ (90-day) studentsin SDCOE Juvenile Court and Community Schools. Each
performance band on the NRT will be given a different weight than what is given under the
traditional APl system. Weights for thisindicator under ASAM will range from 1000 to
2000 as opposed to the range of 200 to 1000 applied under the traditiona API system. The
different weights were assigned purposefully to place a greaster emphasis on improvement in
the low performance bands and to discourage comparisons between the STAR Indicators
generated through ASAM and traditiond APIs.

Lynn Wilen reported out on four items. She asked for and received gpprova on the last three
items from the larger committee.

0 Section 28 funds for thisfiscal year: These federa funds were approved for
CDE use earlier this month by the Legidature. Two proposasfal under the
Alternative Accountability System. Oneisfor a contractor to evauate pre-post
tests that may be used asindicators of performance for ASAM in 2003-2004 as
well asto review basdline ASAM indicator data for 2001-2002 and develop
recommendations for setting goas. The other isto hire a contractor to develop
the CAPA test (Cdifornia Alternate Performance Assessment) that will be used




for specid education sudentsin Cdifornia. Both contacts have been released by
the CDE.

0 Sdection of aThird ASAM Indicator: Asapproved by the PSAA advisory
committee, the Alternative Accountability subcommittee will request a the June
SBE to delay requiring ASAM schools to sdect athird indicator from the 2002-
2003 to the 2003-2004 school year. This one-year delay is necessitated by the
delay in securing funding to conduct the review of pre-post tests.

0 Very Smdl Schoadls: As approved by the PSAA advisory committee, the
subcommittee requests the TDG to work on the issue of “rolling up” test scores
for ‘very small’ schools (those with less than 11 valid test scores).

API’'sand STAR Indicators for these schools would be caculated over atwo- or
three-year period, depending upon the length of time it takes for the school to
exceed atotd of 10 valid test scores. Once avery small school exceeds the 10
vaid test score threshold, scores would be published with a designation
indicating that the APl or STAR Indicator is based upon aggregate test datafrom
two or more years.

The subcommittee suggested that very smal schools that serve traditional student
populations should move back into the regular APl System because ASAM was
specifically desgned for schools that serve a-risk student populations. The
subcommittee would like to delay any further recommendation until the TDG has
further explored the dataissues.

ASAM indicator data for school year 2001-2002 will be collected from the
hundreds of very smdl schools currently participating. The data reported to CDE
by these schoolsin July 2002 will NOT be reported publicly unless, unlike
previous years, it represents the participation of 11 or more students.

0 K-1 Schools: There are approximately 40 K-1 schoolsin Cdiforniathat do not
receive APl scores because only students in grade 2 through 11 are included
in the Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) system. After
considerable research about practices in other states and discussions with the
fidd, the subcommittee recommended that the most feasible way to hold
these schools accountable would be to “pair” them with one or more
elementary schools that receive a mgority of the K-1 students, for which we
have test data.

The dementary school that receives the mgority of the K- 1 students would be
designated by the district superintendent as the “receiving school”. This school’s
API would be applied to the K-1 schooal. In cases where no school receives a
mgority of the K-1 student, aweighted AP could be applied to the K-1 school
based on the proportion of students that moved up to each receiving school.
Rewards and interventions/sanctions for each receiving school would also be
applied to the K-1 school. This proposa was approved by the PSAA committee
and will be presented to the SBE for gpprovd in the coming months

Ms. Wilen shared committee documents that summarize the background informetion the
subcommittee has considered in developing plans to provide accountability for very small
schools and K- 1 schools.



Report on the Activities of the Awards and I nterventions Subcommittee— Holly Covin

The Committee heard an update from Wendy Harris about the Scholastic Audit Teams
filded by CDE this past year and the School Assstance and Intervention Teams (SAIT)
CDE needs to procure for next year. Last year these teams were comprised of CDE Staff
and, in some cases, county and district personnel. Thirteen schools in three digtricts were
vigted by the SAsfor one week. Reports were generated by the SA and agreements were
negotiated between the CDE and the digtrict. In the fal of 2002, more schoolswill require
thislevd of intervention, requiring more resources than the CDE has available. To build the
capacity of the state, staff have developed a Request for Proposas (RFP) from potential
providers of SAIT sarvices. The subcommittee felt strongly about making the selection
criteriafor SAIT providersrigorous. Staff will continue working on the sdlection criteria
and will provide periodic updates to the subcommittee.

Holly Covin summarized the subcommittee a report on the No Child Left Behind Act of
2001 (NCLB). She outlined five main areas, which will evolve over the next severd years.
o Highly qudified teachers— The Department is working with the Governor’s Office,
and other state agenciesto operaiondize “highly quaified teacher.”
0 Adequate Yearly Progress (AY P) and the accountability system— Regulationson
AYP aren't expected until June at the earliest. Discussions are occurring within the
CDE about the areas in which our current accountability sysem isaigned with
NCLB and the areas in which we will need to adapt.
0 Intervention in low-performing schools — Of issue here isthe dignment of our Sate
interventions with the federd guiddines.
o Daamanagement — A longitudinal student tracking system is desired by the USDE,
but the redlity of such asysem in Cdiforniaislikely yearsaway. The Cdifornia
School Information Systems (CSS) is voluntary and until such time that
participation is mandatory we will not have sufficient datato track students over
time, relying instead on yearly cross-sectional data.
0 English Learner issuesand Title Il — Many new requirements exist for Titlel11,
including tracking of studentsin order to report on the English proficiency of EL
students throughout the State.

Ms. Covin aso reported on SB1310 (Alpert), the clean-up bill on interventions currently
making its way through the Legidature. This bill among other changaes, outlines a change

to the digtrict mohbility excluson (adds more students to the system). Currently students are
excluded from the accountability system if they were not enrolled in the didtrict during the
previous fiscal year. The new language would alow a student to be included in the system

if they were enrolled in the digtrict at the October CBEDS data collection date. This change
would more closdy dign our system with the federd god's of including more sudents. This
bill dso clarifies the process by which sanctions are gpplied to schools after 24 months of
implementation of 11/USP.

Holly Covin adjourned the meeting at 2:50 p.m.



